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A MUETING OF THE JATER USER3 OF THE PRICE RIV=R DISTRIBUTION
SYSTELL, Held in the Frice City Hall, liarch 23, 1949
George Taterman was chairman of the meeting., It convened at 11:15 A,ll.,
Iir, Lionson and lLir, llorgan, from the state engineer's office, were
presiding.

Those present were:

llonson 4he P, Dimick Price Canal Co,
Morgan Irvin Gerber Wellington Canal
Jater Ugers: William Robb Pioneer No. 1
George 7aterman, Chairman
William larsing Carbon Canal Co. Others:
M, Qo Golding Carbon Canal Co, John Bene, District Engineer
Domenic Listello Carbon Canal Co. Robert L. Hassell, County Agent
and Allred Ditch liorris Ha Taylor, Ixtension Cattle
George N, Hill Carbon Canal Co. Marketing Specialist
lioroni Hanson Carbon Canal Co, We N, Draper
Ray Branch Carbon Canal and Zl1liott Killpack, Soil Conservation
lellington Canal Service
We G. Grange Carbon Canal Co, Arthur N, Smith, County Treasurer
K. Ao Wilson Carbon Canal Co, Pete lionett
i, B, Peirce Irrigation Distriet
Rex Iathis Irrigation District

Mr, Waterman asked for the call and the minutes of the previous meeting to
be read, Ilir, lionson read the call, and as there were no minutes available to be read,
he read instead a letter concerning a meeting of February 15 which contained a report
of the meeting. These minutes were never approved, -7 .- .~ LA

lir, Peirce stated that no mention was made in the report of a motion that was
thrashed out and finally passed. The motion was that the adjudication committee
recommend to the state engineer that he cancel the assessments asgainst the Price
River Conservation District as erroneously charged. Lir. Critehlow stated that he
had objected to that motion.

lir, llonson read a report from the state engineer dated February 17, 1948,
This report was left out of the minutes of the February 15 meeting held in the
City Hall, and was on the method used to compute assessments.

There was a long discussion in which lir, Gerber, Mr. Marsing, lr. Peirce, lr,
Waterman, Mr. Critchlow, and lr, llathis participated. It was the general opinion
of the group that they were being assessed double for their water. ilr. Monson tried
to explain that last year's assessment was based on the actual water used on every
ditch. He asked who the water belonged to, and lr. Peirce said to the people who
own the land in the district. Iir, lionson said that on the state engineer's records
the storage water was listed as the property of the district, and Pelrce said it was
as long as it was in the reservoir, and Mr. Monson replied that assessments had never
been made on any storage water until last year. (1948) Mr. lionson explained that
the assessment for 1947 was based on a five-year average up to and including 1946.
Prior to 1948 the figures were natural flow figures.

Then lLir. Peirce said, "In 1946 we passed a motion in that meeting that we ask
the state engineer to come in and release the irrigation district from this assessment,
but the secretary failed to get that motion. It was duly made and carried, but was
not in the minutes, so the district was assessed the same. Ve protested, but he did not
listen to us. Then in 1947, this was delinquent, and it came up in the adjudication
meeting and was thrashed out thoroughly there. There was a deficit of some :;87.00 and
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the irrigation district offered then to pay that deficit if they would cancel their
assessment. %e made that offer and it was turned down. At that meeting, another

motion was passed that they not be assessed in 1947 but the delinguency was carried over."
ir. lonson replied that the assessment last year was set up on the basis that that would
be paid., lir. Peirce stated that in order to put it in the clear the erroneous assesse

ment was to be cancelled,

The discussion continued, and lir. Marsing asked what their assessment was for
1948 on the Carbon Canal, and lir. ‘/aterman answered that it was $898.00 for 1948. Iir.
Critehlow wanted to know how much the men paid per acre and said that no onme kmew, and
George ilaterman said he had a record of what each man had paid on the Carbon Canal,
lire Critchlow made a statement to the effect that the district water runs through the
Price Canal without paying for it. Iir. lathis claimed this‘was not true, and said that
the Allred Ditch Company only owned about .2 of that water that went through that canal,

It was evident there could be no agreement without reviewing the assessment rolls
for 1947, so Mr. lonson and lir. Jaterman asked Lir, Robb if he would go and get the
assessment rolls, so that the discussion could be ended. Iir. Robb agreed, and the
meeting was recessed until lir. Robb could return,

During the recess there was considerable discussion, and lir, Waterman finally
suggested that while they were waiting for lir., Robb to return, they discuss the nrob-

lem of combining the river commissioner!'s job with that of the caretaker at the Scofield
Dam,

Mr. lMonson stated that lr, A. I, omith, county treasurer, and Ray Ylalters, repre-
senting the Conservanecy District, visited the state engineer's office and asked about
whether or not it was feasible to have the water cormissioner also be the watchman at
the dam, It was discussed and legal advice had to be called in. They decided that
there was nothing to prevent a man from holding both jobs if it were physically possible.

A discussion ensued on the good points and bad of combining the Jjobs, and some
mention was made of the pay for the job and the pay for mileage on the jobe Mr, Marsing
was of the opinion that all mileage would have to be charged to the water users, and
“Tr's llonson said not necessarily. He thought the districet should pay some of the mileage,
but felt it was up to the water users themselves to decide., Some thought the job could
be combined. When lir, Gerber remarked that it might save the river commissioner mileage,
from Price to the dam if the jobs were combined, Mr, Waterman stated that it might not
save any money but that they would get more for their money. He said they wanted a record
of the water,

lr. Jaterman further said that Yo date they had never had a river commissioner
or anyone else that could tell anything about eéxpenses for the delivery of water, He #aigd
that the engineer, John bene, would work with them and the Treasurer's office would work

with them on it. They could get forms printed, making a record of what was wanted from
the river commissioner, and he could keep a daily report. However, he said, it was a
new thing, and no one knew what it would require. It might be well to try it out for a

Tre S
year first.

There was some mention of mistakes that had been made in handling the reservoir
water,

lir. Peirce remarked that this question lead to another problem on the Price River -
the regulation of the diversions. He said if the water could be properly controlled,
so that the river commissioner ecould have complete control of the diversion of the
water out of Price Rive~, it would work to combine the two jobs, He said if you could
get cooperation from the water masters on the various canals he thought a man could
live at the reservoir and also be river commissioner. IHe thought it would work if the
man had control of the diversions, but if it were dome like it is now, with rocks and
sticks, it wouldn't work,
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lir, ‘‘aterman reported that a committee went up over the river the day before
to look it over and make a report. The report was to be made at this meeting,

By this time, Mr, Robb had returned with the assessment rolls, and after
looking them over, Mr, Gerber, lr, Marsing, and Mr. Peirce felt that they understood
their assessment better, and lr., lionson was able to point out to them that there
had been no double charge. A4 discussion ensued,

Then Mr. Peirce said, "I think the irrigation district would be willing to pay
this delinquent assessment on the condition that you continue to assess on the basis

that you assessed in 1948, In view of the figures Mr, Monson has shown here, it is
only right and fair we pay the delinquent assessment, lr. Critchlow objected, and

they asked him to look at the Tigures, but Mr, Critchlow felt they could not answer
his question.

lr, Waterman felt a vote should be taken on it, but discussion continued., Lir,
Gerber wanted to know what the vote was on, the direct flow or all waters including the
reservoir water, and lr, Peirce wanted to know if the irrigation district would be
entitled to a vote, He felt that representatives of various ditch companies should
vote according to their rights. lir, llarsing wan:ted to know if companies who failed
to collect their assessment could in any wiay be forced to pay them, and he was
assured by Mr., lionson that the river commissioner had the power to shut the gates
to any canal that was delinguent. He said the water commissioner was the deputy of
the state engineer. He said that was the law,

lir, Waterman again prevailed on them to vote, but some of the men wanted to make
sure what they were voting on. Ilir, lMarsing said, "If last year's assessment were
based on direct flow, that is the Wway we would like to have it assessed if it ig

clear to the state engineer's office," Then llre Peirce said, "Mr. lionson, will you

take 1t upon yourself to g0 to the Attourney general and ask him for another opinion,
and if he agrees, that he is assessing right when he assesses the individual, let's
have a letter to that effect for the record,”

Mr., Waterman asked if they wanted to vote as individuals or as rights on the
river. Ulr, Peirce made a motion that they vote according to rights, and Mr. llathis
seconded the motion, but the vote @id not materialize, Critchlow wanted to kmow what
the men called "rights", and lir, Watermen answered that rights on the river was what
he was referring to.

Mr, Marsing then armended the motion to say: We vote to assess on the basis
of the total amount of water,

lir, Feirce made a motion that a vote be taken according to the rights, V. N,
Draper seconded the motion. The vote showed ten for, and lir, Critchlow against,

thus carrying the vote,

Then kir. Gerber made a motion that assessments be made in the future as in 1948,
llr, Marsing seconded the motion, and 9 voted aye, and one opposed (lir. Critchlow),

lr. aterman asked for a decision on the water commissioner's job being combined
with that of careteker at the dame Mr, Branch wanted to make sure the man made com-

missioner knew that the meeting was being held for that purpose, and he was assured
that all men concerned had been notified of the meeting,

There was more discussion on this problem and some mention made of snow surveys
required. Lr, Robb stated that last spring he and James Bryner made the snow SUrveys.,

lir. Peirce suggested that it might be possible to have two men, but have the caretaker
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take care of the commissioner's duties at the reservoir, and have the river com-
missioner in Price taking care of the distribution. The one at the dam could be a
deputy and work out a schedule of payment between the two. Lr. Lionson felt that
the system was not large enough to warrant two river commissioners, and if the man
at the dam were to act in that capacity at the dam, the river commissioner would
have to be responsible for the job anyway.

It was decided to let this matter drop for the time being.

llr, Jaterman then gave the report of the committee that had investigated the
river the day before. He reported that: 1. The Lynn Ditch has a 6-inch parshall
flume. No controls over the amount of water. 2. The Bryner-Plotz Ditch has a 9-
inch Parshall flume that is washed out. Their flume is above the control gate so
the Parshall flume doesn't do any goode 3. The Bryner-lanson Diteh has good head-
gates out of the river but they have no contmols, Ilo measuring devices for the
water. 4. The Spring Glen Canal has a good headgate but no measuring device and
no control. Diversion works OKe It is recommended that they come down below the
steel flume and put in a Parshall flume and control gsate, The soil conservation men
thought it was possible to vut a flume in there at the railroad. It was suggested
that the same thing the Carbon Canal has would worke 5. The Oberto Ditch has no
Parshall flume, They have a gate that can be fairly well controlled, but it cannot be
controlled the way it should bee. 6. The Stowell Diteh is the same — there is no y,
way to control it. Where they divert the water up the river there is a Parshall flume
but the water cuts around it. 7. The Gay Diteh has a Parshall flume but not control
gate. 8. The Price Canal has a radio cate and a-little more work to do on the head-
rate. It is recommended the same type zate be used on all diversions up the river -

sCrew gates,

This reﬁort was signed by Illiott Killpack, William Robb, M, 4. Golding, Finson
Cole, and others going over the river.

In summing up, there are only three gates on the river that are headgates,

It was asked if the enginee's office would see that proper gates were installed
and repaired.

lirs Gerber made a motion that they go ahead and appoint a river commissioner,
Then Ifr, liarsing made a motion that they adjourn for five minutes to discuss the matter
of a river cormissioner., Ilr. Golding seconded the motion, all a:reed, and they adjourned
for a recess.

4t the reassembly, lir, aterman stated that he had two written applications for
water commissioner, one from Leon li, Olson and one from lioroni Hanson. Iir. Robb then
stated that he had no written epplication in, but if the water users saw fit to reappoint
him he now had submitted his verbal application,

lMr. Bolding nominated loroni Iianson for river commissioner; Kenneth Wilson seconded
the nominetion; Yr. Draper moved that nominations close, and lr., Hanson was appointed

River Commissioner by acclamation. There were eight fotes for, none opposed,

In view of the fact that the meeting had gone overtime it was suggested that a vote
be taken on the budget as it was set up for 1948, Iir, Gerber made a motion to that
effect, lir. Draper seconded it, and it was accepted by acclamation. -

After a discussion it was decided that the new river commisgioner should take up
his duties as of April 1. Iir, Robb had expressed the desire to be released at that
time. lir, Golding made the motion to release Ilr. Robb as of Avril 1, Mr. Draper seconded
the motion, and all agreed.

Mr. Peirce made a motion %o adjourn, it was seconded by sejﬁral, and'gdjournment took
place at 1:55 P.l, = iall fﬁfasfv—ﬂé;,
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